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ENTITLED, 


The True Goſpel of Jzsus Cnlsr; 


Wherein is proved, 


I. That Mr. Chubb hath | 


weakened the Influ- 
ence of Chriſt's Goſpel 
in the World, and 


thereby over-turned 


his own Arguments. 
II. That the late Au- 
thor who remarked 
on his Bock hath not 
conſidered his grand 
Objections againſt the 


Goſpel Writers, nor 
his fundamental Prin- 
ciple of the Nature of 
Things; which are 
herein examined. 

III. Some Reaſons for 
the Certainty of the 
Goſpel Revelation. 

IV. Some Obſervations 
from the Whole. 
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| Introduction. 


Nee: HE Valuableneſs which I diſcern in 
WS S ＋ Wy the Writings of the New Teſtament, 

as well as that of the Old, is the Cauſe 

BBD of my writing theſe following Lines, 
It appears to me, that the Goſpel-Writers deſign- 
ed by their Writings the Reformation of Man- 
kind, to promote Virtue and Religion in the 
World, and therefore I cannot but wonder how 
any body who has at Heart a true Love to real 
Piety, can ſo much as defire to weaken the In- 
fluence of theſe Goſpel-Writers in the World. 
And becauſe I apprehend Mr. Chubb has weaken- 
ed Chriſt's Goſpel in the World, by his Book 


intitled, The True Goſpel of Jeſus Chriſt, there- 
fore I have written the following Remarks. Af- 


ter I had finiſhed theſe Remarks hearing that there 
was a Book coming out againſt that of Mr.Chub#'s, 
I refrained publiſhing theſe my Reflections till I 


Jaw what was contained in that Author's Ob- 


ſervations; but I found that this Author had 
not at all conſidered Mr. Chub6's grand Difficul- 
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ties or Objections againſt Chriſt's Goſpel, or the 
Writers of it; and had taken no Notice of his 

grand fundamental Principle, the Reaſon of 
Things, which he prefers to a Divine Revela- 
tion; for I take it that Mr, Chubb hath ſer up 
Reaſon as a Standard in Oppoſition to Revelation, 
and therefore I think that Author ought to have 
examined that which was propoſed as a ſufficient 
Rule without a Divine Revelation. Perhaps the 
Author of theſe Remarks on Mr. Chubb's Book 
might ſee, that if he had taken this Method, then 
his Book and himſelf alſo might be expoſed to 
the contempt of ſuch who will not give them- 
ſelves the Leiſure thoroughly to examine it. But 
he ought not to fear what will be the Conſe- 
quence of a Vindication of Truth ; that Man 
who cannot confide in God more than in Men 
cannot be fit to correct Men's Errors. Theſe 
Objections of Mr. Chubb are mentioned in his 
44th Page; and this Author allows in Page 7, ' 
of his Epiſtle, that it had been happy if no- 
thing had been allowed to be part of the true 
© Goſpel of Chriit, but what is to be found in 
the New Teſtament ; this ſurely, ſays he, would 
have prevented innumerable Evils that have 
© ariſen from the Dreſs and Diſguiſe that Men 
© have laboured to put upon it. Let theſe be re- 
moved in God's Name, ſays he, Page 8. of his 

_ Epittle. In Page 6. of his Epiſtle he ſays, I am 
well ſatisfied with you, that there have been 
© abundance of Things introduced and blended 
* with the true Goſpel, even ſo many, that if we 
look for it among the Writings of the moſt 
Orthodox in almoſt any Age of Chriſtianity, we 
* ſhall ſcarce diſcern one of its true Features. 
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| Now, as this Author allows, that many Things 
which have been blended with the Goſpel, and 
which do not belong to it, and that Mr. Chubb 
hath, in his ſeparating of theſe Things, rooted 
up the Wheat with the Tares, as Page 4. of his 


Epiſtle; and as this Author has undertaken to 

rectify Mr. Chubb's Miſtakes: So I think he ought 
to have diſtinguiſhed the Good from the Bad, 
the Wheat from the Tares. But as he has not 


ſhown the World what are theſe Abſurdities 
which have thus disfigured the Goſpel of Chriſt, 
ſo I conclude, that the greateſt Part of what he 
ought to do is left by him undone. 

He ſays to Mr. Chubb, Page 3. of his Epiſtle 
thus, I would neither be ſo unjuſt nor ungene- 


© rous as to deem or repreſent you as an Enemy to 
© that Goſpel which you have aſſerted.” But this 


ſame Author tells him, Page 5. of his Epiſtle, © I 

© profeſs, ſays he, I cannot ſee that you have left 
© the Writers of the New Teſtament the leaſt De- 

© oree of Authority, He has in abundance of 
Places in his Book expreſs'd the like; and how 
can he ſay tis unjuſt to repreſent Mr. Chubb as an 
Enemy to the Goſpel ? I am afraid he don't love 
Plain-Dealing : Which I think farther appears, 


ſince he has repreſented Mr, Chubb as a Fataliſt; 


as one who owns God to be the Author of 


Sin, Page 58. by ſtraining his Words, and put- 


ting them in the worſt Light, though I am apt 
to think he is well ſatisfied that Mr. Chubb is 
of a quite contrary Mind, Now for a Man to 


ſtrain an Author's Words farther than they will 
bare, and at the ſame Time know that the Aud 
thor cannot be ſo underſtood, is, I think, both 


unjuſt and ungenerous. I think he has done the 
like in ſeveral other Places, I ſhall therefore 
Pro- 


vi „„ 7 
roceed to publiſh theſe following Lines, in 

ho es that the Reader will find out what is the 

true Cauſe of the Infidelity which hath ſo much 

abounded in the World: In doing which I ſhall. 

take care not to miſrepreſent Mr. Chubb's Mean- 

ing; as alſo not to be afraid to declare any Truch 

which I ſhall be led to conſider. And I hope, 

ſuch who pleaſe to read it will be ſo good as not 

to be offended with me if in ſome T hings I differ 


from them, 
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. Tho. Chubl's Boo K,. | entitled, The | 
True Goſpel of IESUS CHRIS r. 


nk Re are many zealous Chriſti- 
2 18 ans who do gr reatly lament the In- 
fidelity of the preſent Age, who 1 

are continually grieved to hear the + 
Word of God called in queſtion ; 

they pray, preach, write, and diſ- 


pute to vindicate the holy Scriptures, and yet, at 


the ſame Time, they themſelves are the Cauſe of | \|f 
that Infidelity they ſo earneſtly complain againſt, - 'M 
becauſe they advance ſuch Doctrines which are | 
contrary to the known Perfections of God, to the {18 
good of Mankind in general, as well as to every ; l. 


Notions on the holy Scripture, and thereby bring 
it into Diſgrace, and then grieve that it is ſo much 
deſpiſed. Thus Mr. Gill, in a late Pamphlet, 
hath very much expoſed che he Scriptures to 1 
Contempt, by his advancing iuch Errors as are FI 

EVEN 1 


Man's Reaſon, and then father their erroneous 9 


8 An Anſwer to Mr. Tho. Chubb's 
even ſhocking to every Man's Reaſon, and then 
pretends that theſe his monſtrous Errors are con- 
rained in the Word of God; and therefore I 
thought proper to expoſe his Errors in a late 
Pamphlet, intitled, Mr. Gill's Truth defended 
examined by Scripture and Reaſon, to which I 
have not yet ſeen an Anſwer, Mr, Chubb has ta- 
ken the Advantage of ſuch Errors, and thereby 
uſed the Faculties God has given him to ſpread 
the Infidelity which Mr. Gill and his Maſter Cal- 
Vin, and their Followers, have laid a Foundation 
for. And as I have expoſed Mr. Gz//'s Errors, ſo 
J intend in theſe following Lines to ſhow the 
World ſome of Mr. Chubb's Errors; the Reaſon 
of it is, becauſe I think Mr. Chubb has ated ve- 
ry unfair in favour of Infidelity, under pretence 
of recommending the true Goſpel of Jeſus Chriſt, 
Mr. Chubb has given this his Book a very good 
Title, The True Goſpel of Feſus Chrift. If his 
Book was according to his Title I ſhould eſteem 
it very much ; but for a Man to pretend to write 
the true Goſpel of Jeſus Chriſt, and at the ſame 
Time to deſign the Deſtruction of Chriſt's Goſpel, 


is an Undertaking which-deſerves to be expoſed, 


The Method I intend to rake, is, 

Firſt, To prove, that Mr. Chubb hath endea- 
voured to weaken the Influence of Chriſt's 
Goſpel in the World, 5 

Secondly, I ſhall examine Mr. Chubb's funda- 
mental Principle, which he calls the Reaſon 
and Nature of Things, and which he prefers 

to Divine Revelation. : 

Thirdly, Some Reaſons for the Certainty of the 
Goipel-Revelation, 8 


2 Fraurtb- 


True Goſpel of Jeſus Chriſt, 9 
- Fourthly, I ſhall make ſome Remarks on 
Mr. Chubb's Performance. 


Firſt, I am to prove, that Mr. Chubb has en- 
deavoured to weaken the Influence of the Goſpel 
of Chriſt. 

And this he has done four ſeveral Ways. s, 

I. He has weakened the Influence of Chriſt's 
Goſpel by his repreſenting the Publiſhers of ic as 
partial in their Meſſage. 

2. He has weakened the Goſpel of Chrift, by 
his ſuppoſing Divine Revelation to be needleſõ 
3. He has weakened the Influence of Chriſt's 

SGoſpel, by his denying Chriſt's Miracles, Death, 

Sufferings, Reſurrection, and the like, to be part 

of Chriſt's Goſpel. + 
4. He has weakened the Influence of Chriſt's 
Goſpel, by his ſiding with thoſe who have cor- 
rupted the Goſpel of Chriſt, by miſrepreſenting 
the true Senſe of many Texts. 

1. Mr. Chubb has weakened the Influence of 
Chriſt's Goſpel in the World, by his repreſenting 
the Publiſhers of it as partial in this their Meſ- 
ſage. Page 49. he ſays, That the private Opini- 
ons of thoſe who wrote Chriſt's Hiſtory, and of 
* thoſe who were appointed and ſent out to preach 
his Goſpel to the World, were in many Inſtances 
very abſtruſe, and much above the Capacity of 
the common People.” Whereas he ſays in the 
ſame Place, the Goſpel which Chriſt preached to 
the Poor, and which he gave in Charge to his 
Apoſtles to publiſh to the World, was plain and 
intelligible, and level to the loweſt Underſtand- 
ings. From hence I note, That according to 
Mr. Chubb, the Writers and Publiſhers of Chriſt's 
Goſpel were not faithful ro the Truſt committed 

B 2 = 
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to their Charge; for it Chriſt's Goſpel was plain, 
intelligible, and level to the Joweſt Underſtand- 
ing, and the Goſpel which they wrote and 
preached was abſtruſe, and above the Capacities 
of common People, then that which they pub- 
liſhed to the World as his Goſpel was not ſo in a 
true and proper Senſe, and conſequently we can- 
not depend upon any Thing which they have 
wrote, and how then can we know with Certain- 
ty that Chriſt ſpake any of theſe Words contain- 
ed in their Hiſtory of his Life and Doctrine? In- 
deed he tells us, Page 18. That the Goſpel is 
6 ſummarily contained in the written Word of 
© God.” But can we call that the written Word of 
God which is abſtruſe and dark, inſtead of being 
plain and intelligible ? Can this be properly call- 
ed the Word of 'God, which 1s contrary to their 
Commiſſion ? Thus you ſee, that Mr. Chubb has 
wounded the Goſpel, and contradicted himſelt. 
Bur more of this hereafter. Again, ' 

He charges St. Matthew with a partial Relati- 
on of our Lord's Doctrine, Page 215. Indeed 
he does only ſuppoſe here, that St. Matthew was 
defective in his Memory, which i is a much more 
favourable Conſtrucion than the former; for it 
is not ſo bad to forget ſome particular Circum- 
ſtance of a Doctrine, as it is to make plain Things 
abſtruſe and unintelligible: Fhe latter muſt be 
more criminal than the former. 

He ſpeaking of Marth. vi. 25. and following 
Verſes, ſays, as this Diſcourſe was written many 
Years after it was ſpoken by our Lord, fo proba- 
bly, through. a Defect of Memory in the Hiſto- 
rian, what our Lord ſaid immediately before ir, 
which introduced it, and was made the Ground 
or Reaſon of it, was forgotten, and therefore 

5 was 


n 
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' was not related by him. Here I note, that if 


r 


the Goſpel of Chriſt was thus imperfectly related, 


then there can be no Dependance on any Thing 
contained in it; for if that part of the Diſcourſe 
was left out, which was the Ground or Reaſon of 
the whole Diſcourſe, then the whole Diſcourſe 
was left by St. Matthew unintelligible; and by 


this Rule there can be no Certainty in the Rela- 


tion of Chriſt's Goſpel. But he tells us, Page 


216. © there is no Connexion between Verſes 24 
and 25. No Man can ſerve two Maſters, for either 
he will hate the one and love the other; or elſe be 
ill hold to the one and deſpiſe the other, Ye can- 
not ſerve God and Mammon. Therefore take no 
* Thought for your Life, &c. Here, ſays he, I 
* remark, that though a Man cannot ſerve God 
© and Mammon, yet it does not follow, that there- 
fore he ought to take no thought for his Life. 
The latter of theſe Propofitions does not follow 
© as a natural Conſequence, or as a juſt Concluſion 
© from the former, and therefore, as 1 ſaid before, 
the Hiſtorian muſt have dropped that part of our 
Lord's Diſcourſe, which was made the Ground 
and Reaſon of it.” Here I obſerve, if Mr. Chubb 
was not prejudiced againſt the Writers of Chriſt's 
Goſpel he might eaſily ſee a ConneCtion between 
theſe two Verſes; for becauſe a man cannot ſerve 
God and Riches, which is here meant by Mam- 
mon, . therefore he ought to take great Care, that 
he do not take anxious Care for his Lite : For as 


tis impoſſible to ſerve God and Riches, ſo to be. 


over careful for our Life, what we ſhall eat or 
drink, has a natural Tendency to cauſe us to love 


— 2 


this World more than God, and fo in our Lord's 


Senſe to hate and deſpiſe God and his Ways. As 
though our Lord had ſaid, as it is impoſſible ro 


* love 
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love both God and this World, therefore take 
no Thought for your Life, what ve ſhall eat or 


what ye ſhall drink; that is, don't ſer your Hearts 
too much on gratifying your Appetites, leſt you 
be drawn into an over-love of the Things of this 
World, and ſo not love God at all as you ſhould. 

So that though Mr. Chubb cannot ſee a Connecti- 
on in this Text, yet we ſee there is a perfect 
Agreement in it. And had I Time I could make 
it appear, that there is nothing in the four Evan- 
geliſts which is in the leaſt contrary to the Rea- 

ſon and Nature of Things. 


Mr. Chubb would do well to conſider, that our 


Lord promiſed his Diſciples the Spirit of Truth, 
that ſhould bring all Things to their remem- 
brance. Again, in Pages 46, 47, 48. he tells us, 
That the Beginning of St. John's Hiſtory is, for 


* any Thing that appears to the contrary, only 


© the private Opinion of St. John; and to ſay in 
* this caſe that St. Joh was divinely inſpired in 
writing his Hiſtory, is for any Thing that ap- 
c pears, groundleſly to preſume. a Point which 1s 
void of proof. I appeal to any Man of Under- 


ſtanding, Whether Mr. Chubb is not endeavour- 


ing to weaken the Influence of Chriſt's * in 
the World. 
Page 45. he tells us, That St. Peter and St. 
FJ relate Things which he cannot tell how * 
© they came by their Information, which Things 


don't concern the ſaving of Mens Souls- And 
8 they ſpake Truth or not he ſeems not 


willing to determine. All which tend to weak- 

en the Influence of Chriſt's Goſpel in the World, 
becauſe the Apoſtles were appointed to publiſh 
Chriſt's Goſpel to the World; and if in their 
Writings were tt be Fug Things which ie 
like 


True Goſpel of Jeſus Chriſt, 1 3 


like Falſhoods, or that cannot be accounted 
for, that undoubtedly will weaken the Influence 
and Authority of their Writings 

The like he ſays of St. Paul, Page 48. con- 
cerning his eleventh Chapter to the Romans. In 
Page 49. he ſays, The Points here referr'd to I 
s think are no other than the private Opinions of 
« St. Paul,” Now as St. Paul was appointed of 
God to publiſh Chriſt's Goſpel, ſo Mr. Chubb 
has hereby weakened the Influence of his Goſpel ; 


for if theſe Apoſtles did ſometimes write their 


own Opinions inſtead of the Mind and Will of 
God, and chat theſe their own Opinions were 
dark and unintelligible, then there can be no 
Certainty concerning any of their Writings, and 
conſequently the Goſpel of Chriſt cannot be de- 
pended upon, as contained in any of their Wri- 
rings. And by the ſame Rule, this Book of Mr. 
Chubb's is without a Foundation ; for how can 


he pretend to write the true Goſpel of Jeſus 
Chriſt, which muſt depend upon the Relation 


given by theſe Apoſtles, when he himſelf owns 


that they are not to be depended upon, and all 


his Citations out of their Writings are, according 
to him, for ought he knows, only human In- 
ventions. Sure Mr. Chubb muſt either receive 
his Knowledge of Chriſt's Goſpel from theſe Go- 
ſpel-Writers, the Apoſtles, or elſe he himſelf 


mult be inſpired, the latter of which he don't, as 


I know of, pretend to ; and if he did, I confeſs 
I could not believe him, becauſe he has wricten 
ſo many plain Contradictions. Now, as tis ma- 


nifeſt, that the Truth and Beauty of Mr. Chubb's 


Goſpel muſt depend chiefly upon the Writings of 
theſe Apoſtles, ſo his ſuppoling that they have 
wrote their own private Opinions do render his 

| Book 
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Book uſeleſs. Farther, he ſeems to ſpeak very 
flighting of our Lord's Words and Actions, and 
of ſome Old Teſtament Texts: His Words are 
theſe, © The Points here referr'd to, ſays he, I 
© think, are no other than the private Opinion of 
© St. Paul, Now, whether that Opinion, ſays 
© he, was founded on fome Texts of the Old Te- 


© ſtament, or on the Words of Chriſt to the Wo- 


© man of Canaan, Mat. xv. 24. I am not ſent but 
© unto the loſt Sheep of Iſrael; or on the Practice 
© of Chriſt, who in his own Perſon preached the 
© Goſpel to the Jews only, Page 49. This is 
one of the Paſſages Mr. Chubb thinks has no rela- 
tion to Chriſt's Goſpel, and ſo it maketh no mat- 
ter to us. The beſt Conſtruction that we can 


put upon Mr. Chubb's Words is this, that theſe 


Texts, Rom. xi. are not the Word of God, if 
they were, then it could not be ſaid that it 
maketh no matter to us; and if they were the 
Word of God, then it would not be proper for 
him to ſay, they were no other than St. Paul's 
own private Opinions. So that I conclude Mr. 
Chubb means, that St. Paul's Doctrine, contained 


 1n Rom. xi. * not divine but human Invention, 


and yet he thinks St. Paul might receive this his 


human Invention from the Words and Actions of 


Chriſt. This looks as if Mr. Chubb has enter- 
rained the fame lighting Thoughts of theſe 


Words and Actions of Chriſt, as he has of chis 


Doctrine of St. Paul. Now, if Mr. Chubb had 
thought, that this eteventh Chapter of Romans 
was contrary to the Keaton and Nature of Things, 
he would have done weil to have proved it ſo, 
and then J would have undertaken to have ſhown 
him the Reaſonableneſs of this Chapter ; but I 
think it very ill in him thus to reflect on _ 
an 


True Goſpel of Jeſus Chriſt, 1 5 

and his Apoſtles, without giving any Reaſon for 

ic, only to weaken the Influence of Chriſt's Go- 
ſpel | in the World, _ 

2. Mr. Chubb has weakened the Influence of 


Chbriſt's Goſpel, by his ſuppoſing a divine Reve- 


lation to be in a great Meaſure needleſs; for he is 
arguing in Page 187. that the Certainty of a fu- 
ture Judgment, and Retribution, may be known 
from the Reaſon of Things; and then ſays, 
From hence it will unavoidably follow, that 
God will moſt certainly judge the World; and 
thus, ſays he, my Reader may ſee, that the 
5 Certainty of a future Judgment and Retributi- 
© on 1s deduced plainly and evidently from the 
© aforementioned Principles; that is, from the 
© Reaſon of Things, as Page 188.” In Page 191. 


he ſays, I think it plainly appears, that Revela- 


(tion is far from carrying the Evidence for a fu- 
ture Judgment higher than Reaſon ;” and in the 
ſame Place ſays, © If the Certainty of a future 
judgment could not be diſcovered by Reaſon, 
7M much leſs could it be done by a divine Revela- 
tion.“ Here Mr. Chubb ſeems to inſinuate, that 
Rea ſon and a divine Revelation are two different 
Things; that is, as though God can give a di- 
vine Revelation which 1a it ſelf is contrary to 
| Reaſon. This naturally tends to weaken the Va- 
luableneſs of a divine Revelation, and ſo it takes 
away great part of the Influence of Chriſt's Go- 
ſpel, as it ſuppoſes that the Goſpel- Writers may 
have wrote Things not agreeable to Reaſon in 
their Hiſtory of Chriſt's Life and Doctrine. 
Mr. Chubb himſelf allows in Page 18. © That 


the Goſpel of Chriſt is contained in the writ- 


* ten Word of God, and that Chriſt aſſured us 


*in his Goſpel of a furure Judgment” From 


whence 
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whence I conclude, That the Certainty of a fu- 
ture Judgment was not made ſure to us by our 
Reaſon ;. if it was, then it would be needleſs for 


God thus to aſſure us of it by his Son : So that if 
there is ſuch a Thing as a Book, which may be 


properly called the written Word of God, where- 


in is aſſerted and confirmed a future Judgment and 
Retribution, then God ſaw it needful to confirm 


it by his Word, and conſequently it was not ſut- 


ficiently confirmed to us before by our Reaſon. 
Here I obſerve, that though Mr. Chubb ſpeaks fo 
often of a divine Revelation, yer 'tis difficult for 
his Reader to know where to find a divine Reve- 
lation in the Writings of the Apoſtles ; for if 

they have wrote their own private Opinions in- 
ſtead of the Will of God, as before obſerved, then 

J think his Reaſoning muſt amount to this; 
namely, that he ſuppoſes there is no divine Re- 
velation, and indeed no need of it, becauſe Rea- 
ſon is ſo perfect. This is a very likely Method 
to weaken Chriſt's Goſpel among thoſe who be- 
lieve his Notions; whereas I take it, that to 
ſuppoſe the Goſpel of Chriſt to be unreaſonable, 
is to take away its Uſefulneſs; and to take away 
the Influence of Chriſt's Goſpel is to weaken and 


leflen the Uſefulneſs of our Reaſon ; ſo that Rea- 


ſon and the Word of God are as ſuitable to each 
other, even as Food and an Appetite are neceſlary 
ro the Support and Comfort of the Life of the 
Body. A Compariſon often uſed by the Goſpel- 
Writers. 5 | ; 
Now, though 'tis true, that if a Man has an 
Apperite, and have bur little Food, he may live, 


though his Life is miſerable. So a Man's Reaſon, 


him a proper Object of the divine Favour with- 


with Care and cloſe Application, may render 


Out 
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out the Goſpel-Revelation. Yer it muſt be al- 
lowed, that the great Motives contained in 
Chriſt's Goſpel, are a great Help to Reaſon. 
Now ſince Mr. Chubb repreſents Reaſon as per- 
fect without Revelation, as every impartial Rea- 


der may ſee he does, tis eaſy to diſcern that 


he defigns to weaken the Intereſt and Authority 
of Chriſt's Goſpel. 3 | 


If ic ſhould be objected, That according to my 


| Repreſentation of this Caſe, a Divine Revelacion 
is as needful for the Soul, as Food is for the Sup- 


ort of the Body; and therefore they who are 


deſtitute of a Divine Revelation, are as likely to 

eriſh in their Spirits, as they are in their Bodies, 
who are deſtitute of ſufficient Food: To this I 
anſwer: As to the great Motive to Vircue, arifing 
from a Certainty of a furure Judgment and Re- 
tribution, they are ſo, even as deſtitute as a Man 
without ſufficient Food. This we ought to re- 
member by the way, that Reaſon, unaſſiſted by 
Revelation, may give ſome uncertain Expecta- 
tions of a future judgment and Retribution, and 
ſo may cauſe ſome faint Attempts after Confor- 
mity to what they think to be the Will of their 
Creator. But this falls ſhorc of a Certainty. of 
a furure Judgmenr and Retribution, which was 
not ſo clearly revealed till the Coming of Chriſt; 
and therefore tis ſaid, that Liſe and Immortality 
were brought to ligbt by Chriſt's Goſpel, And there- 


fore Mr. Chubb's endeavouring to weaken the In- 


fluence of Chriſt's Goſpel in the World, by which 
Life and Immortality were brought to Light, does 
as much Damage to the moral World, as he would 
do to the natural World, if he took away ſo much 
of their Food as rendred Life comfortable. And 


therefore I cannot but conclude, that Mr. CHs 
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18 An Anſwer to Mr. Tho. Chubb's 
is a publick Enemy to Mankind, by his endea- 
vouring to weaken the Influence of Chriſt's Go- 
ſpel in the World, in repreſenting it needleſs. 
If it was ſo, as Mr. Chubb has affirmed, namely, 
that Reaſon is perfect in finding out a future 
Judgment and Retribution ; yet what would the 
greateſt Part of Mankind be the better for thar, 
ſeeing but very few could be ſuppoſed thus to 
exerciſe their Reaſon? Ir muſt require great In- 
duſtry, and cloſe Application, in ſuch who have 
a great deal of Leiſure, to arrive at a Certainty 
concerning ſuch a Doctrine as a future Judgment 
and Retribution. Can we ſuppoſe that one out 
of a Million, ſince the World began, have ar- 
rived to a ſatisfactory Knowledge of it, without 
the Aſſiſtance of a Divine Revelation? In p. 103. 
Mr. Chubb tells us of the Darkneſs and Errors 
which prevailed in the World before the Coming 
of Chriſt, and in the following Pages ſhews what 
great Alterations Chriſt's Goſpel produced in the 
Minds and Lives of Men. But he never ſhows 
us any Inſtance, wherein Reaſon, unaſſiſted by 
Revelation, ever wrought ſuch a Change on the 
Minds and Lives of che Generality of Men: And 
therefore I conclude that a Divine Revelation 1s 
very uſeful to Mankind in general; and Mr. CHubb 
does very ill, in his endeavouring to deprive the 
World of ſuch a Bleſſing. Here and there one 
who has little elſe to do, may by their continual 
Applications go a great, way; but what will they 
do, who perhaps never ſpend one Hour together 
in cloſe Meditation upon ſuch Subjects? I take 
the Goipel of Chriſt, as contained in the New 

Teſtamenc, to be as Mr. Chubb has affirmed, p. 49. 
plain and intelligible, and level to the loweſt Un- 
derſtanding; that it is agreeable to every Man's 
Reaſon 
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True Goſpel of Jeſus Chriſt, 19 
Reaſon who is not prejudiced againſt it, and fo 
well adapted to common People: And I am rea- 
dy to believe, that if this Goſpel was taken out 
of the World, or, which is the ſame, if it ſhould 


appear not to be divine, that then Mankind 


would be as much corrupt and over-ſpread with 


Errors, as they were before the Coming of Chriſt. 


And therefore Mr. Chubb would do well to con- 
ſider what Damage he is like to do to the Crea- 
tion. Will it not trouble him at Death, to think 
of his attempting to do as much Harm in the 
World, as Chriſt has done Good ? To weaken 


and overturn that Goſpel which has done ſo 


much Good, according to his own Confeſſion? 

3. Mr. Chubb has weakened the Influence of 
Chriſt's Goſpel in the World, by his ſuppoſing 
that Chriſt's Miracles, Death, and Reſurrection, 


were no Part of Chriſt's Goſpel ; as p. 43, 44, 45. 


Thus, ſays he, P. 44. Chriſt turned Water into 
Wine, gave Sight to the Blind, Feet to the 


Lame, Life to the Dead: Theſe Facts (he ſays) 
when well atteſted, may be offered as an Evi- 


dence of the Divinity of Chriſt's Miſſion; but 
then this Hiſtory, as far as it is an Hiſtory of 
* ſuch Facts only, can be no Part of that Miſ- 
« ſion, and conſequently is no Part of his Goſpel. 
Here I obſerve, that Mr. Chubb is very ſubtle ; 

he ſays, as far as it is an Hiſtory of Facts only, 
can be no Part of his Miſſion nor Goſpel : So he 
may ſay that the Hiſtory of his Death, is not his 
Death. Would Mr. Chubb have vs believe, that 
the Hiſtory of theſe Miracles were not to confirm 


his Miſſion and Goſpel to the World? If this is 


not his Meaning, I confeſs I don't know what is. 
In Page 43. he tells us, That the Goſpel of 
6 Jeſus Chriſt is not an hiſtorical Account of 
. C3: Matters 
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Matters of Fact, as thus, Chriſt ſuffered, died, 
* roſe from the Dead, &c. Now the Apoſtle 
Paul, in 1 Cor. xv. and the Beginning, calls the 
Death, Sufferings, and Reſurrection of Chriſt, 
Part of the Goſpel. But perhaps Mr. Chubb will 
ſay, That was only St. Paul's private Opinion, 
and fo not to be depended upon. Now if we 
ſtrip the Goſpel of Chriſt of his Miracles, Death, 
and Reſurrect ion, which confirmed it, then there 
is nothing left but our own Reaſon, to be our 
Guide in Matters of the greateſt Importance. 


Mr. Chubb allows, in p. 44. that © theſe Fats 


were proper to awaken the Attention of his 
© Hearers, and to give weight to his Preaching 
© and Miniftry, And why may not the Hiſtory 
of theſe Facts be needful to give weight to Chriſt's 
Goſpel now, as it was then? Is it not very ill, 
to take away the Weight and Influence of Chriſt's 
Goſpel ? He ſays, Page 8. of his Preface to the 
Reader, I have in the following Trac render'd 
the Goſpel of Chriſt defendable, upon rational 
Principles, by ſeparating from it thoſe Things 


* 


_ © which have been blended with it, and which 


© thereby have laid a Foundation for moſt of thoſe 
« Difficulties and Objections which have bee 
brought againſt it. 
Now we ſee what Mr. Chubb thinks to be the 
Cauſe of the many Objections brought againſt 
Chriſt's Goſpel, namely, Chriſt's Miracles, Death, 


and Reſurrection. Take away theſe, and then, 


according to him, there will be no Objection a- 
gainſt Chriſt's Goſpel. But don't Mr. Chubb here- 
by reflect upon the Wiſdom of God, to beſtow 
Miracles to confirm the Goſpel of Chriſt, and at 


the ſame Time his Goſpel will be better without 
them? I think Mr. Chu66's Notions are as unrea- 


ſonable, 
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fonable, as it would be to ſay a Houſe will ſtand 
better without a Foundation than with it. If 
any Man was to perſuade my Neighbours to take 
away the Foundation of my Houſe, I ſhould con- 
clude he deſigned the Deſtruction of it; and his- 
telling me that my Houſe will ſtand better with- 
out a Foundation than with it, could not pre- 
vail upon me to ſuffer it to be done. So I cannot 
but think that Mr. Chubb does deſign the Deſtru- 
ction of Chriſt's Goſpel, or elſe I can't think he 
would ſeek to take away that which God gave to 
ſupport it. 5 | 
4. Another Method he has taken to weaken 
the Influence of Chriſt's Goſpel in the World, is 
his ſiding with thoſe who have corrupted the 
Goſpel, by miſrepreſenting the Senſe of many 
Texts. He owns with them, that they are dark 
and myſterious, and conſequently cannot be a 
Rule to any who cannot underſtand them. Now 
put theſe Things together, and then, according 
to Mr. Chubb, the true Goſpel of Jeſus Chriſt is 
not to be depended upon, as written by Chriſt's 
Apoſtles, nor as taken from them by Mr. Chubb: 
For if theirs cannot be depended upon, being 
human Inventions, then to be ſure his, that 
were taken from theirs, cannot be very good. 


Secondly, Let us conſider Mr. Chubd's funda- 
mental Principles, which he calls the Reaſon of 


Thing, Page 18. in which he ſays is contained 


the true Goſpel of Jeſus Chriſt. This is what the 
Author who has remarked on his Book has over- 
look'd, though I think one of the chief Points 
which he ought to have inſiſted upon; becauſe 
this is what Mr, Chubb has preferr'd to Divine 
Revelation, and has ſuppoſed it to be ſufficient 

Ws = 55 without 


22 An Anſwer to Mr, Tho. Chubb's +< 
without a Divine Revelation. Now, though we 
cannot expect, according to Mr. Chubb, to meet 
with the true Goſpel of Jeſus Chriſt from the 
Apoſtles of Chriſt, who were commiſſioned to 
i publiſh it; yer let us conſider, if it can be found 
ll in the Reaſon and Nature of Things. If we can 


find it there, then that muſt ſatisfy us, inſtead of 
the other. But if we fail of finding the true Go- 
ſpel of Jeſus Chriſt in the Reaſon and Nature of 
Things, then, according to Mr, Chubb, we cannor 
expect to find it at all, Therefore let us examine 
his fundamental Principle, which he calls the Rea- 
fon and Nature of Things, and which he prefers to 
Divine Revelation. By Thzngs, I underſtand him 
to mean any thing that ſhall come under Con- 
ſideration. By the Reaſon and Nature of Things, 
I rake him to mean the Agreeableneſs of one 
Thing to another. Now I queſtion whether any 
Being, beſides the All- perfect God, capable per- 
fectly to judge of the true Reaſon and Nature of 
many Things of great Moment. We may per- 
ceive by Chriſt's Words, that he himſelf was 
not perfect in the Knowledge of the Reaſon and 
Nature of Things, when he ſaid, Father, rf it 
| be poſſible, let this Cup paſs from me: Ne vert he- 
leſs, not my Will, but thy Will be done. Whereby 
1 it appears, that he did not know whether this 
|| Thing was poſſible or no, and therefore refers it 
i to the are of the All- perfect God his Fa- 
1 ther. And, I ſuppoſe, Mr. Chubb will not ſay | 
1 he is more perfect than Chriſt the Son of God. — 
1 And ſo Mr. Chubb may fail of giving us a better 
Account of Chriſt's Goſpel than what we have f 
i from the Apoſtles: And conſequently, if we 
| | | Hearken to him, we are likely totally to loſe the 
1 Certainty of che true * of Jeſus Chrift, 
|| Nos 
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Now though there may be many Things of which 
we cannot diſcern their Reaſon and Nature, yet 
when God has revealed their Reaſon and Nature 
to us, then we can diſcern the Reaſonableneſs of 
their Nature, and the Beaurifulneſs of their A- 
greement; unlefo the Prejudices of Education, or 
our own Negligence, prevent it. Thus, I be- 
lieve, no Man could ever find out perfectly, to 
his own Satisfaction, the Reaſon and Nature of 
a furure Judgment and Retribution; as, who 
ſhould be the Judge, what the Sentence, what 
the Rewards and Puniſhments: Theſe Things 
could not be ſo much as gueſſed at without a Di- 
vine Revelation; and yer theſe are all Points 
which tend to influence Mens Actions. But yet, 
when revealed, we ſee nothing in them but what 
perfectly agrees with the Reaſon and Nature of 
Things. There are two Reaſons, which cauſe 
me to believe that none ever could find them out, 
without a Divine Revelation. 1½, Becauſe the. 
have puzzled the beſt and wiſeſt of the Philoſophers: 
Vea, we find that theſe were never plainly re- 
vaaed till Chriſt came; and therefore tis ſaid, 

that Life and Immortality were brought to Light 
by his Goſpel. azdly, Becauſe God was pleaſed to 
confirm the Certainty of it by many Miracles; 
which to be ſure had not been done, if they 
could be perfectly diſcovered by Reaſon, unaſ- 


ſiſted by a Divine Revelation. If we ſhould lay, 


tis reaſonable that ſuch who ſuffer here, ſhould 
be made Amends hereafter; the Anſwer is, we 
ſee many Creatures that ſuffer very much, and 
vet our Reaſon cannot diſcern any Retribution 
for them in another World. I acknowledge, if 
we were perfect in our Knowledge of the Reaſca 


and Nature of. ** chat then we ſhould not 
need 


24 An Anfwer to Mr. Tho. Chubb's 
need any other Revelation than our own Reaſon; 
We find that the glorious Angels are ſaid to learn 
of the Church the manifold Wiſdom of God, and 
that they defire to pry into theſe Things : Where- 
by it appears, that even they are not perfect in 
their Knowledge of the Reaſon and Nature of 
Things: If they were, then they would not need 
to be taught. And we find the Apoſtles, in ma- 


ny Inſtances, very imperfect in their Knowledge 
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of the true Reaſon and Nature of Things, till 
they were revealed to them by God. 


8 hirdly, Ic wil be proper, I conceive, to ſhow 

ſome Reaſons to confirm the Certainty of the 
Truth of the Goſpel, taken from the many Qua- 
lifications of our Lord's Apoſtles, the Goſpel- 
Writers; whereby it will appear that Mr. Chubb 
has acted contrary to the Nature of Things, to 
diſregard ſuch Evidences. And then we find 
Mr. Chubb alſo very defective in his Knowledge 
of the Reaſon and Nature of Things, or elſe he 
would not prefer a lefler Evidence to a greater. 
For if we examine the Evidences of thoſe who 
were Writers and Publiſhers of Chriſt's Goſpel, 
that is, the Apoſtles; if we compare theirs to 
his, we ſhall find theirs infinitely ſvperior to his, 
notwithſtanding he calls his the crue Goſpel of 
Jeſus Chriſt, and theirs he ſuppoſes to be only 
their own private Opinion, and conſequently 
only human Inventions. For, 
1. They were Eye and Ear-Witneſſes ro thoſe 

Things which they related; but Mr. Chubb had 
his preſumptious Notions from his own Imagi- 
nation, or from ſome corrupt Author. For ſure 
they never told him, that what they wrote, was 

only their own private Opinions. In this their 
2 Evi- 


Vue Gifpel of Jeſus Chrit, 2g | 


Evidence muſt be, in the Judgment of Reaſon, 
counted vaſtly fuperior to his. And how he came 
to know that what they wrote was only their own 
private Opinion, I cannot tell; unleſs he could 
prove, that what they have wrote, was contrary 
to the Reaſon and Nature of Things: Which he 
has not yet done, and I believe he never will be 
able to do it. * 1 
2. As they were Eye and Ear- Witneſſes to 
what they taught, ſo they had the Promiſe of 
the Spirit of Truth, that ſhould bring all Things 
to their Remembrance. And therefore we have 
abundant Reaſon to believe that what they wrote, 
was infallibly true. But this cannot be truly ſaid 
of Mr. Chubb, | 


3. As they were Eye and Ear-Witneſſes, and 


had the Power of the Holy Ghoſt in abundanc 
_ Meaſure, ſo they often ventured their Lives, in 
their publiſhing the Goſpel of Chriſt, This, ac 
leaſt, does ſuppoſe that they were very certain 
that what they taught, was from God. Bur I 
am ready to think, that if Mr. Chubb had expoſed 
_ himſelf to Sufferings and Death, by his thus wri- 
ting to weaken the Influence of Chriſt's Goſpel 


in the World, that then he would not have 


done it. ooo | 

4. God bore witneſs to the Truth of their 
Doctrine by many Miracles; which to me is a 

ſtrong Confirmation that their Doctrine was from 
| God, and not their own private Opinions only: 
Which cannot truly be ſaid of Mr. Chubb, Now 
| becauſe their Evidences are infinicely ſuperior to 

his, and becauſe he has preferr'd his to theirs, 
therefore I conclude that he has in this ated con- 
trary to the Reaſon and Nature of Things, and 


ſo is not to be depended upon. 
0 —- Give 


* 
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Give me leave to mention a few Things, | 
wherein 'tis impoſſible for any Man, unaſftiſted 
by Revelation, to diſcover or come to the Know- 
ledge of. And they ſhall be ſuch Things as are 
uſeful, and when diſcovered, ſhall appear con- 
fiſtent with the Reaſon and Nature of Things: |] 
And therefore I think Mr, Chubb ought not to 
object againſt them, as he has done, ; 

(I.) The Interceſſion of Chriſt is what Mr. 
Chubb ranks amongſt abſurd Doctrines, Page 44. 
Though, I believe, tis not in Mr, CHubb's Power 
to diſcover any thing, in the Doctrine of Chriſt's 
Interceſſion, that is in the leaſt contrary to the 
Reaſon and Nature of Things. The Doctrine 
of Chriſt's Interceſſion is plainly revealed, but _ 
the Doctrine of Satisfaction, which he ranks | 
with it, is no Where revealed. There is not 
ſuch a Word in the Holy Scripture as the Satiſ- 
faction of Chriſt ; this Doctrine is contrary to 

the known Perfections of God, as well as to 
every Man's Reaſon: And therefore he ought to 
diſtinguiſh between rational and irrational Prin- 

| ciples, or elſe he may throw away the good and 
| bad rogether. He has propoſed it as his End, 
| in writing this Book, to ſeparate from Chriſt's 
| Goſpel thoſe Things which have been blended 
| | with it, and have laid a Foundation for moſt of 
[| thoſe Difficulties and Objections which have been 
urged againſt it, Page 8. of his Preface to the 
Reader. If he had done as he propoſed, then 
his Performance had been very good. But his 
ranking the good and bad together, as in p. 44. 

is to me an undeniable Proof that he has not uſed 

his Reaſon, to judge what ought to be ſeparated 
from Chriſt's Goſpel, and what nor. I think 
MMI. C6444 lar from being perfect in his Know- 
55 5 „„%%ͤ; T nw 


Er P wv 4 i a 4 ids” 44s 44s. js * * 
4 a « 1 
— —ͤ 3 — — — — 
. — — * — PE 2 


True Goſpel of Jeſus Chriſt, 27 
ledge of the Reaſon and Nature of Things. 
The Interceſſion of Chriſt is only this, that Chriſt 
prays to God for Men: And what can Mr. Chubb's 
ſtrong Reaſon find out in this contrary to the 
Reaſon and Nature of Things? The Apoſtle 
ſays, that Chriſt is able to ſave to the uttermoſt 
all that come unto God by him, ſeeing he ever liv- 
eth to make Interceſſion for us. But perhaps Mr. 
Chubb will ſay, this was only the Apoſtle's pri- 
vate Opinion, and ſo not to be regarded. 
In Page 12. of his Preface to the Reader, he 
ſays, © That the ſtarting a few Difficulties, is noc 
© a rational, and therefore not a ſufficient Ground 
© for ſetting aſide the Chriſtian, or any Revela- 
© tion, Here I obſerve, that theſe Difficulties 
which Mr. Chubb has ſtarted againſt the Chriſtian 
Revelation, are the Doctrines of Chriſt's Inter- 
ceſſion, and his Satisfaction. But if he pleaſe to 
examine theſe Doctrines, he may eaſily ſee that 
the former of theſe is no real Objection againſt it; 
and that the latter of theſe Doctrines is not con- 
tained in any of the Writings of the New Teſta- 
ment, which 1 ſhall make appear hereafter. 
But what is the Matter that he is for taking 
away the Interceſſion of Chriſt from his Goſpel ? 
Why, if he ſhould own the Interceſſion of Chriſt 
to belong to his Goſpel, then he muſt own that 
there is ſomething belonging to Chriſt's Goſpel 
which cannot be diſcovered withour a Revelation. 
This would ſhake his fundamental Principle, which 
he calls the Reaſon and Nature of Things. But, it 
may be, Mr. Chubb will ſay, his Reaſon informs 
him, that as God is all-knowing and unchange- 
able, ſo an Interceſſor is needleſs; Chriſt's pray- 
ing to God, he may ſay, cannot prevail upon 
God to be more kind to Men. To which I an- 
| 29 2 "Rs {wer : 
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i | ſwer: By this Rule all Prayer to God is of no 
| avail, and then the Scripture-Revelation is not 
to be depended upon ; namely, that all thoſe | 
| good Men, ſuch as Moſes, and the Prophets, yea, | 
ll _ Chriſt, and his Apoſtles, are frequently repre- 
ſented as praying earneſtly to God, and their | 
| being anſwered. Not that we can from hence 
| conclude that God was thereby more inclined to 
_ ſhow Mercy, but it is what God has appointed | 
to all, that they ſeek him for thoſe Things they 
ſtand in need of, both for themſelves and others; 
yea, 'tis what God injoins on his Son, the ex- 
preſs Image of his own Perſon, that he ſhould 
ask of him, and he would give him the Heathen 
for his Inheritance : Aſking ſeems to be the Con- 
dition on which he would give him the Heathen 
for his Inheritance, and the uttermoſt Parts of the 
Earth for his Poſſeſſion. The Prayer and Inter- 
ceſſion of Chriſt ſerves to inform us, that Chriſt 
is not equal to God his Father. Chriſt ſays, I 
know thou heareſt me always, ſpeaking in Prayer 
to his Father; which does ſuppoſe that the Fa- 
ther expects our Lord to pray to him for thoſe 
Things he needed. And indeed I have often- 
times wondred, that they who believe the Inter- 
ceſſion of Chriſt, could ever be perſuaded that 
Chriſt is equal to his God and Father. | 
Again; The Interceſſion of Chriſt is a ſuffi- 
cient Argument that there is no Truth in the No- 
tion of Chriſt's Satisfaction: For tis contrary to 
Juſtice, to be forced to beg that which he ſatiſ- 

| hed his Father for, on the Croſs. So that if Chriſt 
does pray to God his Father for Bleſſings for 
Men, then to be ſure he has not merited theſe 
Bleſſings of God, which bis does thus intercede 


for. | 
(2.) The 
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True Goſpel of Jeſus Chriſt. 29 
( 2.) The Pre-Exiſtence of Chriſt is what can- 
not be known without a Revelation, nor his ma- 
king the World. But Mr. Chubb thinks tis no 
matter, whether theſe Things are known or no. 
Page 47. he relates John i. and the Beginning, 
thus, In the Beginning was the Word, and the 
Word was with God, and the Word was God. 
The ſame was in the Beginning with God. All 
Things were made by him, and without him was 
not any Thing made that was made. * Theſe 
* Propoſitions, ſays Mr. Chubb, for any thing that 
appears to the contrary, are only the private 
Opinion of St. John. This, he ſays, don't be- 
long to the Goſpet of Chriſt.” But if Mr. Chubb 
pleaſes to uſe his Reaſon, he may ſee, that the 
greater any Perſon appears to be, the more ſuch 
a Perſon will be hearkened to by thoſe to whom 
he is ſent. Thus our Lord repreſented the Caſe, 
in his Parable of the Vineyard: The Servants 
were ſent one after another, ſome were beaten, 
and others killed; then ſaid the Lord of the 
Vineyard, They will reverence my Son; which 
does ſuppoſe that it is agreeable to Reaſon, to 
expect that a Son and Heir ſhould be hearkened 
to, rather than a Servant. According to this 
our Lord's reaſoning, the Goſpel of Chriſt will 
be likelier to be entertained by Men, if they be- 
lieve him to be the Maker of all Things, than 
it will if he is only on a Level with his Servants : 
And therefore I conclude that Chriſt's Pre-exiſt- 
ence is uſeful to the Furtherance of his Goſpel, 
and that Mr. Chubb has acted contrary to his Rea- 
ſon, to take away from the Goſpel ſuch Things 
as God has appointed to ſupport it. 

Now ler us take a ſhort View of Mr. Chubb's 
new-made Religion, In Page 18, he tells us, 
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30 An Anſwer to Mr. Tho. Chubb's 

that the true Goſpel of Feſus Chriſt is ſum- 
* marily contained in the following Parti- 
* culars. 1½, He requires the conforming our 
Minds and Lives to the eternal and unalterable 
Rule of Action, which is founded in the Reaſon 
© of Things; which Rule is ſummarily contained 
in the written Word of God,” But where ſhall 
we find the Goſpel of Chriſt contained in the 


La) 


written Word of God, according to Mr. Chubb's 


Repreſentation? For if they whom Chriſt ap- 


pointed to publiſh and write his Goſpel, have, 


inſtead of a plain Goſpel, given us that which is 


abſtruſe, dark, unintelligible, and their own pri- 


vate Opinions, inſtead of the true Goſpel, I con- 
feſs, according to him, I don't know where to 
find Chriſt's Goſpel, as contained in the written 
Word of God; and as for our finding it in the 
Reaſon of Things, I have I think ſufficiently 
ſhown, that none but God can be perfect in the 
Knowledge of the Reaſon of Things. If we 
add to this his taking away the Interceſſion of 
Chriſt, and thereby has rendred Prayer ſo far 
uſeleſs, as that none can expect, according to him, 
that they ſhall receive any thing the more for 
their praying; can we think that Men would 
make uſe of Prayer, if they thought ic would 


avail nothing? Now take che Bible and Prayer 
out of ann, and how much Chriſtianity 


will be left? 


Fourthly, J ſhall obſerve fone Things from 
the whole. And, 

1. If, according to Mr. Chubb, p. 18. Chriſt 
requires and recommends Repentance and Re- 
formation of Mens evil Ways, as the only and 


ture Ground of Divine Mercy and Forgiveneſs, 
then 
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then either Chriſt's Words in this Reſpect were 
needleſs, or elſe Mens Reaſon was not a ſufficienc 
Guide in this particular Caſe : If the former be 
true, then there is no need of this Part of the 
Goſpel of Jeſus Chriſt ; if the latter be true, then 
the Reaſon of Man is too weak to find out per- 
fectly in every thing what is, and what is not, 
the Reaſon and Nature of Things. Indeed when 
our Lord had given us ſufficient Evidence of the 
Truth of this Part of his Goſpel, as well as others, 
to be from God, then we find that this his Re- 
velation is perfectly agreeable to our Reaſon: 
If it was not agreeable to Reaſon, then I think 
we ſhould have ſufficient Ground to queſtion its 
Authority. But that don't ſuppoſe that our Rea- 
ſon was ſufficient ro our Satisfaction, to find 
this out without a Revelation; if it was, then 
the Revelation was needleſs. | 

2. I obſerve, if, according to Mr. Chubb, in 
the fore- mentioned Page 18. Chriſt has declared 
and aſſured Men that God has appointed a Day 
in which he will judge the World in Righteouſneſs, 
then God ſaw that Mens Reaſon, unaſſiſted by 
Revelation, was not a ſufficient Guide into this 
'Truth. 55 
+ 3. I obſerve, that Mr. Chubb has acted con- 
trary to the Nature of Things, by his recom- 
mending the Goſpel of Chriſt to the World with 
ſo much Earneſtneſs, and art the ſame Time has 
taken away that which God gave to ſupport it. 
In Page 103. he ſhows us the unhappy Condition 
the World was in through Ignorance, before the 
Coming of Chriſt. In Page 105. he ſays, This 
is that Goſpel, by the Publication and Recep- 
tion of which Chriſt propoſed to reform the 
World, and rightly to direct and a 

5 Minds 
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32 An Anfwer to Mr. Tho. Chubb's 
Minds and Lives of Men.” In Page 106. he 
tells us what a wonderful Change the Goſpel 
wrought on the Minds and Lives of Men ; © the 
© moſt fierce and cruel of our Species became 
mild, gentle, and compaſſionate; the moſt 
© Jeud and debauched became chaſte and tem- 
« perate ; the moſt ſelfiſh and avaritious became 
© benevolent and liberal, Now 1s it not very 
unreaſonable to endeavour to weaken: the Influ- 
ence of ſuch a uſeful Goſpel ; a Goſpel that has 
done ſo much good, according to his own Con- 
feſſion? Now he is reſolved to bring its Pub- 
liſhers into Diſgrace, as has been before obſerved; 
and conſequently this Goſpel, if Mr. Chubb's 
Principles do prevail, is like to do the World 
bur little more good. 

He alſo tells us, Page 106. chat © as the Go- 
© ſpel wrought ſuch a Change, and produced 
ſuch Effects upon the Minds and Lives of Men 
© heretofore, ſo it would produce the ſame Ef- 
< feats now, were Men to believe and regard it 
© as they did then.“ But how does Mr. Chubb 
here contradict his own Undertaking ? For who 
can regard the Goſpel of Chriſt, if his Repre- 
ſentation of the Writers of it is true? Sure, I 
think, he has done what he can to prevent tha 
Belief and Regard of it in the World, and then 
ſays, the Belief and Regard of it is that which 
will render it ſingularly uſeful to the World. 
Would one think that this Man was a Man of 
ſuperior Reaſon? If he is, I think he has forgot 
to make uſe of it; or if he has uſed ir, tis to 
a very bad Purpoſe. 
But I would obſerve one Thing more, that 
none may miſtake me; and that is, that though 


I think we may firmly confide in the Writers of 
Chriſt's 
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Chriſt's Goſpel, as that they wrote nothing but 


what they knew to be truly according to the 
Will of God, yet I do not from thence conclude, 
that they themſelves were always infallibly right in 
every Thing. We know that they were, in many 
Things, miſtaken ; bur from thence to conclude, 
that what they received of the Lord they did not 
deliver as they received it, is, I think, a Conclu- 
ſion which appears to be very unjuſt. | 


I ſhall now proceed, as I promiſed, to conſi- 
der another of Mr. Chubb's Objections, namely, 


That of Chriſt's Satisfaction: This he thinks to- 


be a Doctrine founded upon the Hiſtory of cer- 
tain Facts; ſuch as Chriſt's Sufferings, Death, 


Reſurrection, and the like, p. 43, 44. which Do- 


ctrine he expoſes to publick Contempt, by ſhow- 
ing the many groſs Abſurdities contained in it, 
from p. 142, to 154. In þ. 144. he ſays; I 


© dare appeal to the Experience of the preſent” 


and paſt Ages, as evincing this Truth, there 
© having been, and ſtill are, Multitudes of Per- 
_ © ſons profefſing Chriſtianity, who indulge them- 
© ſelves in a vicious Courſe of Life; and yet hope, 
© and truſt, and rely upon Chriſt (as they call it) 
< for Salvation, to the laſt: And though they 


© have nothing perſonally valuable in themſelves 


to recommend them, and though they are the 
« ſuitable and proper Objects of divine Diſlike and 
 * Reſentment; yet, as they have been taught, 
© that the true Grounds of divine Favour and 
Mercy to Men, are the Righteouſneſs, and Suf- 
_ © ferings, and Interceſſion of Chriſt ; ſo, they 
© preſume, with great Confidence, that through 
© theſe they ſhall be ſaved; than which, ſurely 
nothing can be more 8 Thus (/ays be) 


© the 
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34 Au Anſwer to Mr. Tho. Chubb's 
the foremention'd Doctrines do naturally tend 
to prevent the Goſpel of Chriſt” | 


Page 145. he reflects very much upon Mini- 
niſters for incouraging ſuch Doctrines: He ſays; 
© It behoves them to take great Heed to their Mi- 
* niſtry, rightly to fulfil it: For whoever points 
out to Men another way to God's Favour and 
eternal Life, than Chriſt hath pointed our, 
* ſuch an one preaches another Goſpel : He is a 
© Deceiver, in Points of the greateſt Importance, 
© whether he intends it or not, he is an Anti- 
© chriſt, and a Betrayer of Mens Souls; and 
much more to the ſame Purpoie. Here I obſerve, 
That as Mr. Chubb brings in theſe Doctrines to- 
gether, as alike abſurd and deſtruQtive, without 


Diſtinction; fo he is for throwing away the good 


and bad together; that is, the Doctrine of 


Chriſt's Interceſſion muſt be, by him, treated 


as equally abſurd and pernicious as the Doctrine 


of Satisfaction: Whereas there is nothing in the 


former but what perfectly agrees with every 
Man's Reaſon ; but the latter is not a Scriprure- 
Doctrine; tis contrary both to Scripture and 
Reaſon. Mr. Chubb has ſufficiently proved it to 
be contrary to Reaſon in the foremention'd Pa- 
ges; and I ſuppoſe he could have proved it as 
contrary to Scripture if he had pleaſed, But 
then, if this Doctrine was thus ſeparated from 
the Writings of the New Teſtament, there would 
nothing appear unreaſonable in them; and then 
the Goſpel-writers would come into Credit again, 
So that Mr. Chubb ma flatter himſelf, that he is 
not like to Le much Cciſt:.rb'd in his Attempt to 
weaken the Authority of che Goſpel-writers this 
way: For as almoſt all the Chriſtian World is 
gone after this Doctrine of Satisfaction, ſo, he 

1 may 
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may reaſonably preſume, that no Body, of much 
Figure in the World, will pretend to write 
_ plainly againſt it; and till that Doctrine is ſe- 
parated from the holy Scripture, none of its 

Writings can bare a rational Examination, or be 
made to appear agreeable to each other. As 
for Inſtance : 6 

The Scripture aſſerts, according to this Do- 
_ Erine, That Chriſt bore the Guile and Puniſh- 

ment of Mens Sins on the Croſs. And yet the 
Scripture affirms, That every Man ſhall bare his 
_ own Iniquity. „ 
According to Scripture, God is good to all, 
and his tender Mercies are over all his Works. 
According to this Doctrine of Satisfaction, God 
will give nothing unleſs ic is merited, nor for- 
give any without Satisfaction. 
According to Scripture, God doth perfectly 
hate Sin. But, according to the Doctrine of Sa- 

tis faction, God can be reconciled to wicked 
Men by Chriſt's Merits, ſo as to be at peace 
with them. | | 


According to Scripture, God does lament the 


Miſery of the Wicked. According to the Do- 
_ Etrine of Satisfaction, nothing is the Cauſe of that 
Miſery but God's not being pleas'd to appoint 
them a Share in his Son's Merits. | 
According to Scripture, Miniſters are commiſ- 


ſion'd to intreat Men to be reconciled to God. 


Bur, according to this Doctrine, Reconciliation 
was made between God and them before they 
were born, if ever it will be made at all. 

That all ſhall receive according to their 
Works done in the Body, whether good or evilj; 
and yet every one mult have ſo much, and no 
more, as Chriſt has merited for them. 
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36 An Anſwer to Mr. Tho. Chubb's 


That God is no Reſpecter of Perſons ; and yet 


he has puniſhed the Innocent to let the Guilty go 


free. And much more to the fame Purpoſe. 


Whereby it appears, That the foremention'd 


Doctrine renders the Scripture unintelligible, as 
a Heap of Contradictions. 
Put theſe Things together, and then we may 
ſee, that either we mult part with this Doctrine 
of Satisfaction, or elſe divine Revelation cannot 
be vindicated. 

If it ſhould be objected, That our beſt 8 
are ſo imperfect that they cannot be accepted 
with God without the Merits of Chriſt. To 


which I anſwer: To ſuppoſe God can eſteem our 


good Works to be more perfect than they really 
are, becauſe Chriſt was perfect, is to ſuppoſe 
God not to diſtinguiſn between Chriſt's Obedi- 


ences and ours; which is co. trary to Wiſdom, 


Juſtice, and Faithfulneſs, | 
Chriſt's coming was the Effet of God's Love 
to the World; John iii. 16. God ſo loved the World, 
that he ſent bis Sm: 80 that Chriſt did not 
come to merit God's Favour for Men. Tis the 
Mercy of God, and not the Satisfaction of Chriſt, 
which is the Cauſe why our imperfect Services 
are rewarded with eternal Life. To ſuppoſe our 


Bleſſings are derived from the Satisfaction of 
Chriſt, is to ſuppoſe God deſtitute of Mercy. 


[ ſhall nov conſider ſome of the chief Texts 2 


contained in the New Teſtament, which are uſu- 


ally brought to ſupport this Doctrine of Satisfa- 
ction: As 2 Cor. v. 21. For he hath made him 


to be Sin for us, who knew no Sin, that we migbt 
be made the Righteouſneſs of God in bim. In the 
Context we have three Things to be conſider'd, 
Firſt, That God was in Chriſt, reconciling the 

World 
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World to himſelf. Secondly, That this Work 
or Miniſtry of Reconciliation, was committed to 
the Apoſtles, as ver. 19. Thirdly, That the Me- 
thod they were to take to reconcile Men to God 
was, by their perſuading them to be reconciled to 
God, ver. 20. All which are directly contrary to 
the Doctrine of Satisfaction; for, according to 
that Doctrine, God was in Chriſt, reconciling 
himſelf to the World, contrary to the Apoſtles 
Words. / as the Apoſtle ſays, God was in 
Chriſt, reconciling the World to himſelf; then for 
any to affirm, That God was in Chriſt, recon- 
ciling himſelf to the World, is to be wiſe above 
what is written, To be reconciled, is to paſs 
under a Change. For God to be reconciled to 
Men, is, that he does turn to them: For Men 
to be reconciled to God, is, for them to turn 
to him. The former is impoſſible ; the latter is 
what the Apoſtle has expreſſed ; and therefore 
he ſpeaks here directly contrary to the Doctrine 
5 of Satisfaction. 3 - 
* Again, As the Miniſtry of Reconciliation was 
[committed to the Apoſtles, and they were to ad- 
miniſter it to Men; ſo it is manifeſt, that this 
Change was to be wrought on Men, by beſeech- 
ing them to be reconciled to God, and not by 
beſeeching God to be reconciled to Men. 80 
that this Text, compared with its Context, is 
= _ contrary to this Doctrine of Satisfaction; and, I 
| take it, that he was made Sin in no other Senſe 
| than as Men are ſaid to be made the Righteouſ- 


| neſs of God in him, by their complying with 
| the Invitations of the Goſpel, to be reconciled 
| to God; that is, Mens Sins were the inſtrumen- 
| tal Cauſe of Chriſt's Sufferings ; and his Suffer- 
| ings were the inſtrumental Caule of * 
| „ | [1s 
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Chriſtians becoming the Righteouſneſs of God in 
him: And, I think, to carry this Matter to im- 
pured Sin, or Righteouſneſs, is to contradict the 
Deſign of the Apoſtle; for it was needleſs to 
perſuade Men to be reconciled to God, if their 
Reconciliation was effected by Chriſt's giving Sa- 
tisfaction to God's Juſtice, in their ſtead, on the 


Croſs. And ſo this Text, which is often urged 


in Vindication of this erroneous Doctrine, ap- 
pears contrary to it when compared with its Con- 
rext, And we find it a common Practice for 
them, who. are reſolved ro ſupport this Error, 
to contend for the mere Sound of Words, with- 


out conſulting the Senſe of them; juſt as the 


Papiſts do in che Caſe of Tranſubſtantiation; not 
conſidering whether ſuch an Interpretation is 
agreeable to the Deſign of the Writer in the 
Context. Thus 1 Pet. ii. 24. Who his own ſelf 
bare our Sins in his own Body on the Tree. Strong, 


_ Expreſſions, and, by ſome, ſtrongly urged, con- 
trary to the Deſign of the Writer in the Con- 
text, ver. 20, 21. VF when ye do well, and ſuffer 


for it, ye take it patiently, this is acceptable with 
God; for even hereunto were ye called. Becauſe 
Chriſt alſo ſuffered for us, leaving us an Example, 
that we ſhould follow his Steps. Tis not difficult 
to ſee, that the Apoſtle is exhorting to Patience 
under Sufferings, in Imitation of Chriſt, if cal- 
led to it, for well doing. Now if Chriſt ſuffer- 
ed the juſt Reſentment of God againſt Sin, as 


the Doctrine of Satisfaction does ſuppoſe, then 


it could not be true for the Apoſtle to ſay he 
ſufter'd wrongfully ; and then they who ſuffer 
wrongfully cannot be ſaid to imitate Chriſt. 
Furthermore, his committing himſelf co him 
that judgeth righteouſly (as ver, 23.) under his 


Suffer». 
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Sufferings, does ſuppoſe that his Sufferings were 
unjuſt ; eſpecially as it is here ſaid, That he re- 
viled not when he was reviled : That when be ſuf- 

fered he threatned not, but committed himſelf, &c. 
Was it true, that God puniſhed his innocent Son 
for Mens Sins, in their ſtead, according to the 
forementioned Error, then it would be no Ver- 
tue in our Lord, not to revile and threaten when 
he ſuffer'd: For if Chriſt's Sufferings were 
primarily from God, then they who inflicted 
Puniſhment on him, were only God's Inſtru- 
ments; and then it would be no Vertue not to 
revile and threaten theſe Executioners of God: 
But this being contrary to St. Peter's Reaſoning 
here, I therefore conclude that his Reaſoning is 
contrary to the Doctrine of Satisfaction. The 
ſame might be ſaid of every other Text brought 
to ſupport this deſtructive Notion of Chriſt's Sa- 
tisfaction. Again, 1 Pet. iii. 18. Chriſt hath alſo 
once ſuffered for Sins; the Juſt for the Unjuſt, 
that be might bring us to God. The Apoſtle ſays, 
That Chriſt thus ſuffer'd that he might bring us 
to God ; which is directly contrary to this Do- 
ctrine of Satisfaction; for that teaches that God 
is brought to Men, or reconciled to them by 
Chriſt's Suffer ings: But according to the Apo- 
ſtle here, Chriſt ſuffered to bring Men to God; 
and not one Word of bringing or reconciling 
God to Men. Therefore I conclude, that this 
Text, which is often urged in Vindication of Sa- 
tisfaction, is a fure Witneſs that it is not true. 
The Cauſe why the Apoſtles uſed ſuch ſtrong Ex- 
preſſions concerning our Lord's ſuffering for the 
Sins of Men, or the like, ſeems to be the Diſpute 
which aroſe between the Believers and the Unbe- 
lievers, at the firſt planting of the Goſpel, about 
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his Sufferings. The Unbelievers would have it, 
that he ſuffer'd juſtly for his own Sins; and 


therefore it was needful firſt to ſatisfy the World, 
that Chriſt was not a Sinner: And theſe were ſome 


of the firſt Doctrines which were taught, namely, 
That Chriſt was without Sin, that no Guile was 
found in his Mouth; That he came to turn Men 


from their Sins to God, and in this Senſe Mens 
Sins were the Cauſe of his Sufferings; but when 
the Apoſtles thus taught, that he was without 


Sin, they could not ſuppoſe that any Chriſtian 
would ever become ſo ſtupid as to think, that 


the juſt and wiſe God could account an innocent 


Perſon a real Sinner, or impute Sin to him, 


which is the ſame; which 15 as much Nonſenſe 


as to ſay the Sun is black. Therefore the Apo- 


ſtles never guarded againſt ſuch Conjectures, any | 


more than when it is ſaid, Be careful for nothing, 


and labour not for the Meat that periſheth ; and 
none take theſe Words to incourage Idleneſs : 
And yet if we will take the mere Sound of theſe 
Words, without conſidering the Senſe, we may 


have more Argument from them to countenance 
Sloth, than there is in any Text to incourage the 
fore mentioned Error; which cannot be ſupport- 


ed without manifeſt Blaſphemy againſt God. 
For if we will but own God to be as good and 


kind to Men, his Offspring, as they are to theirs, 
then the Doctrine of Merits cannot bẽ ud: For, 


Did you ever hear of tha: Man who would not 


give his Children any Thing without it is meri— 
ted, nor forgive them when penitent without Sa- 


tisfaction ? This is contrary to our common No- 


tion of Goodneſs. 
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Sold by: the "FED EBEN, REST at the Brit Coffee- 


: houſe in Finch-lane, near the Royal-Exchange ; and at Wright 8 
Coffee. "= in Aiderſgatc-treet, London, 
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